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FINAL DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5, 8, 9, 1 1, 12, 14-17, 20, 21, 23, 35, 37, and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,1 19,014 by Alperovich in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,289,223 by Mukherjee et al, hereinafter Mukherjee. 

Regarding claim 1, Alperovich discloses a method for delivering messages in a network 
(Figs. 1-4) comprising at least one terminal device (Fig. 4: 400, 480), comprising: 
generating a message (e.g. SMS message; Fig. 4, 420) (col. 5, lines 27-30); 
setting a condition (e.g. priority indication, location information) for receiving said message (col, 
4, lines 7-12; col. 5, lines 27-35); 

deciding whether said message is to be received by a terminal device based on said condition 
(e.g. if terminal device is in location area corresponding to the location information then send the 
message); 

transmitting said message to said terminal device (Fig. 4, 400) based on deciding whether the 
message is to be received (e.g. whether the terminal device is in the location area) (col. 5, line 50 
-col. 6, line 3); 

deciding whether the originator of said message is permitted to receive a delivery report (e.g. 
failure report) (e.g. deciding whether the message was delivered); and 
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transmitting said delivery report to the originator of said message only when said originator of 
said message is permitted the delivery report (e.g. when the message was not delivered) (col. 2, 
line 20 -col. 3, line 11); 

Alperovich discloses transmitting a delivery report to an originator that is permitted to 
receive the delivery report. However, Alperovich does not disclose a list of originators of 
messages which are permitted to receive delivery reports is stored in a database. 

Mukherjee discloses a system and method for enabling an originating mobile unit to 
deliver SMS messages to a select plurality of destination mobile units (see Abstract). Wherein 
the method comprises steps of generating a message, setting a message, condition for receiving 
said message (if the originator is allowed to access a receiving subscriber or receiving group of 
subscribers), deciding whether said message is to be received by terminal device(s) on the basis 
of said condition, and transmitting said message to said terminal device on the basis of a result of 
the deciding step (col. 3, line 3 - col. 4, line 37). 

Wherein Mukherjee further discloses the step of deciding whether the originator of said 
message is permitted to receive a delivery report, and transmitting said delivery report to the 
originator of said message only in case said originator of said message is permitted (col. 6, lines 
21-30) and the step of storing a list of originators of messages in a database which are permitted 
to receive delivery reports (col. 6, lines 21-30). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the method of Alperovich to include storing a list of originators of 
messages, which are permitted to receive delivery reports, in a database as taught by Mukherjee. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been lead to make such a modification since the 
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originator of said message can receive a delivery report based on successful transmission and 
wherein multiple originators can send a message to a terminal device and those originators are 
recorded in a database to identify a valid sender of said received message who will receive a 
delivery report. 

Regarding claim 2, the method according to claim 1, wherein Alperovich further 
discloses said setting step is performed by a terminal device (Fig, 4, 480) (col. 5, lines 27-35). 

Regarding claim 3, the method according to claim 1, wherein Alperovich further 
discloses said condition is a location of said terminal device (col. 5, lines 27 - col. 6, line 3). 

Regarding claim 4, the method according to claim 1, wherein Alperovich further 
discloses including information regarding said condition in an optional field (Fig. 4, 470) of said 
message (col. 5, lines 27 - col. 6, line 3), 

Regarding claim 5, the method according to claim 1, wherein Alperovich further 
discloses determining said terminal device (Fig. 2, 200) as being inactive or busy when said 
condition is inherently not met (col. 2, line 20 - col. 3, line 1 1). 

Regarding claim 8, the method according to claim 1, wherein Mukherjee further discloses 
defining a group of users which are allowed to receive delivery reports, wherein whether the 
originator of said received message is a member of said group of users is determined during said 
deciding step (col. 3, line 46 - col. 4, line 37; col. 6, lines 21-30). 

Regarding claim 9, the method according to claim 8, wherein Mukherjee further discloses 
the step of adding a group identifier identifying said group of users to said message (col. 3, line 
46 -col. 4, line 37). 
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Regarding claim 1 1, the method according to claim 1, wherein Alperovich further 
discloses said network is a mobile network (Figs. 1-4) and said terminal device is a mobile 
terminal device (Fig. 4: 400, 480) (col. 1, lines 25-45). 

Regarding claim 12, Alperovich discloses a network system (Figs. 1-4) for delivering 
messages in a network, comprising: 

a terminal device (Fig. 4, 400) comprising a judging means configured to determine whether a 
delivery report (e.g. failure report) (e.g. deciding whether the message was delivered) is to be 
transmitted in response to said message, a transmitting means configured to transmit said 
delivery report when said judging means determines that said delivery report is to be transmitted 
(e.g. when the message was not delivered) (col. 2, line 20 - col. 3, Une 1 1); and 
a message delivering device or SMS service center (Fig. 4, 460) comprising 
a deciding means configured to decide whether a message is to be received by said terminal 
device based on a condition (e.g. priority indicator, location information) (col. 4, lines 7-12; col. 
5, lines 27-35) for receiving said message (e.g. if terminal device is in location area 
corresponding to the location information then send the message), and 
a transmitting means configured to transmit said message to said terminal device based on said 
deciding means determining whether the message is to be received (e.g. whether the terminal 
device is in the location area) (col. 5, line 50 - col. 6, line 3). 

Alperovich discloses transmitting a delivery report in response to receiving a message. 
However, Alperovich does not disclose a judging means configured to determine whether a 
delivery report is to be transmitted in response to receiving said message and a database having a 
stored list of originators of messages, which are permitted to receive delivery reports. 
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Mukherjee discloses a system and method for enabling an originating mobile unit to 
deliver SMS messages to a select plurality of destination mobile units (see Abstract). Wherein 
the method comprises: generating a message, setting a message, condition for receiving said 
message (if the originator is allowed to access a receiving subscriber or receiving group of 
subscribers), deciding whether said message is to be received by terminal device(s) on the basis 
of said condition, and transmitting said message to said terminal device on the basis of a result of 
the deciding step (col. 3, line 3 - col. 4, line 37) . 

Wherein Mukherjee further discloses the step of deciding G^dging) whether the 
originator of said message is permitted to receive a delivery report, and transmitting said delivery 
report to the originator of said message only in case said originator of said message is permitted 
and said message is received (col. 6, lines 21-30) and the step of storing a list of originators of 
messages in a database which are permitted to receive delivery reports (col. 6, lines 21-30). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the system of Alperovich to include a judging means configured to 
determine whether a delivery report is to be transmitted in response to receiving said message 
and storing a list of originators of messages, which are permitted to receive delivery reports, in a 
database as taught by Mukherjee. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been lead to make 
such a modification since the originator of said message can receive a delivery report based on 
successful transmission of said message and wherein multiple originators can send a message to 
a terminal device and those originators are recorded in a database to identify a valid sender of 
said received message who will receive a delivery report. 
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Regarding claim 14, please see the rejection to claims 1 and 2 above, to reject the system 
in claim 14. 

Regarding claims 15-17 and 23, please see the rejections of claims 3-5 and 1 1 above, 
respectively, to reject the system in claims 15-17 and 23. 

Regarding claims 20-21, please see the rejections of claims 8-9 mentioned above, 
respectively, to reject the system in claims 19-21. 

Regarding claim 35, Alperovich discloses a terminal device (Fig. 4, 400) for receiving a 
message for which a condition (e.g. priority indicator, location information) for receiving said 
message is set for use in network (Figs. 1-4), comprising: 

a receiving means configured to receive said message (col. 5, line 50 - col. 6, line 3); 

a judging means configured to determine whether a delivery report (e.g. failure report) is to be 

transmitted in response to said message; and 

a transmitting means configured to transmit said delivery report when said judging means 
determine that said delivery report is to be transmitted (col. 2, line 20 - col. 3, line 1 1). 

Alperovich discloses transmitting a delivery report in response to receiving a message. 
However, Alperovich does not disclose a judging means configured to determine whether a 
delivery report is to be transmitted in response to receiving said message and a database having a 
stored list of originators of messages, which are permitted to receive delivery reports. 

Mukherjee discloses a system and method for enabling an originating mobile unit to 
deliver SMS messages to a select plurality of destination mobile units (see Abstract). Wherein 
the method comprises: generating a message, setting a message, condition for receiving said 
message (if the originator is allowed to access a receiving subscriber or receiving group of 
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subscribers), deciding whether said message is to be received by terminal device(s) on the basis 
of said condition, and transmitting said message to said terminal device on the basis of a resuh of 
the deciding step (col. 3, line 3 - col. 4, line 37) . 

Wherein Mukherjee further discloses the step of deciding (judging) whether the 
originator of said message is permitted to receive a delivery report, and transmitting said delivery 
report to the originator of said message only in case said originator of said message is permitted 
and said message is received (col. 6, lines 21-30) and the step of storing a list of originators of 
messages in a database which are permitted to receive delivery reports (col. 6, lines 21-30). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the device Alperovich to include a judging means configured to determine 
whether a delivery report is to be transmitted in response to receiving said message and storing a 
list of originators of messages, which are permitted to receive delivery reports, in a database as 
taught by Mukherjee. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been lead to make such a 
modification since the originator of said message can receive a delivery report based on 
successful transmission of said message and wherein multiple originators can send a message to 
a terminal device and those originators are recorded in a database to identify a valid sender of 
said received message who will receive a delivery report. 

Regarding claims 37 and 39, please see the rejections of claims 3 and 1 1 above, 
respectively, to reject the terminal device in claims 37 and 39. 

3. Claims 10, 22, and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Alperovich in view of Mukherjee, as applied to claims 1,12, 24, 29, and 35 above, respectively, 
and in further view of U.S. Patent No. 6,732,273 by Byers. 
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Regarding claim 10, the method according to claim 1, wherein Alperovich further 
discloses said message is a SMS message (col. 2, lines 12-18). 

Alperovich in view of Mukherjee do not disclose said message is a multimedia message. 

Byers discloses a method for delivering messages in a network (Fig. 1) comprising at 
least one terminal device (Fig. 1: 131, 134), comprising: 
generating a message (col. 3, lines 40-46); 

setting a condition (e.g. message characterizing code) for receiving said message (col. 3, line 46 
-col. 4, line 20); 

deciding whether said message is to be received by a terminal device (Fig. 1,131) based on said 
condition (e.g. determining a predetermined subscriber selected threshold based on the message 
characterizing code); and 

transmitting said message to said terminal device based on deciding whether the message is to be 
received (e.g. whether message meets certain predefined criteria) (col. 5, line 15 - col. 6, line 
10). 

Wherein Byers further discloses said message is a multimedia message (col. 2, lines 58- 

66). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the method of Alperovich in view of Mukherjee to include said message is a 
multimedia message as taught by Byers. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been lead to 
make such a modification since the originator of said message can send a multimedia message 
including: attachments, advertising, and audio/video clips to a terminal device. 
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Regarding claims 22 and 38, please see the rejection to claim 10 above, to reject claims 
22 and 38. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments, see Amendment, filed 4-5-2006, with respect to the rejection(s) 
of claim(s) 1-5, 8-12, 14-17, 20-23, 35, and 37-39 have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new 
ground(s) of rejection is made. Please see all rejections above. 

5. Regarding Applicant's arguments that Alperovich fails to disclose the following 

' . . .limiting sending the delivery report to only the originator of a message that is permitted to 
receive the delivery report...' and Mukherjee fails to teach '...the sending of delivery reports 
should or could even be restricted. . . '. 

Examiner disagrees. Alperovich clearly discloses the delivery report (e.g. failure report) 
is sent only to the originator of the message to inform the originator that the message was not 
delivered and the reason why, in order for the originator to order retransmission later (col. 2, 
lines 19-27). Mukherjee clearly discloses the sending of delivery reports could be restricted only 
to the originating mobile station, in order to inform the originating mobile station of successful 
delivery of the message (col. 6, lines 21-29). 

In conclusion, the prior art teaches the claimed invention. Please see all rejection(s) 

above. 

6. Accordingly, this action is FINAL. 

Conclusion 
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7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated firom the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 

• U.S. Patent No. 6,208,870 by Lorello et al discloses delivering messages in a network 
and transmitting a delivery report to the originator if requested 

9. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 (for formal communications intended for entry) 

Or call: 

(571) 272-2600 (for customer service assistance) 
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10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lisa Hashem whose telephone number is (571) 272-7542. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on (571) 272-7547. Any inquiry of a general nature or 
relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the Group 
receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272-2600. 

1 1 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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June 12, 2006 




